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Executive Summary

The Transportation Improvement Program (TIR) dapital improvement plan that
coordinatasthe implementation of all transportation projeeithin Tippecanoe Countyt
includes projectseceivingfunds fromthe U.S. Department of Transportation andeho
funded solely with local revenue. Timee periodcovered by thid IPisfive years:State
Fiscal Year2024 through 2@8. The 2024 State fiscal yeabegins onjuly1st 2023.

Thelnfrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (lid#\$igned into law ddovember 15, 2021.
ThsActrequireall Metropolitan Planning OrganizationdO$to develop a TIP.t further

states that the TIP shall be developed in cooperation with the State and public transportation
operators,and it must be developed through a performadceen, outcome based
approached to planning. The process for developing the TIP shalkpiavidnsideration

of all modes of transportation and shall be continuing, cooperative and comprehensive to
the degree appropriate, based on the complexity of the transportation problems to be
addressed.This TIP complies with the requirements setfaténthe [1JA

Thiddocument assumes that all requirements IRJ#&ill coninue in fiscal years 202and
2028.

The TIP is a multhodal budgeting tool that specifies an implementation timetable, funding
sources, and responsible agencies for transportation prdrrciectare advanceby any
of the followingnineimplementing agencies:

The City oLafayette

The City of West Lafayette

Tippecanoe County

The Town of Dayton

The Town of Battle Ground

The Town of Clarks Hill

The Greater Lafayette Public Transportation Corporation (CityBus)
The Purdue University Airport

The Indian@epartment of Transportation

The proposed pjectsaddressanticipatal future problemas well agespondhgto ever
changing conditions. Some projectssalected in response to needs documeintedrious
long-range plans, while other projects address emerging situations needing attenéon. Th
TIP provides local governments withcamprehensivéunding planfor transportation
improvements fahe next ive years

Over $434 million is programmed over the nexiefyears withthe majority(73%) being
allocated tolocallyinitiatedprojects.This communiproposesto spend ger$317.8 million
for locallyinitiated projects andver$116.3 millionin Stateinitiated projectbetweenFY
2024 andFY 2@8. The~ederal share for theeprojects igust ove$244.8 million($149.4
millionfor and $95.3 millionrespectively The completBve-Year Program of Projecis




listedin Tables4 through7. Maps showingroject locations are iRigures 1lthrough4.
The projects iTables5 and 7 are included for informational purposes only.

For FY 2@4, local jurisdictions requested o$&2.0 million inFederalFunds These funds
will be usedto reconstructoads, improve intersect®rconstruct trails, operating and
capital transit projects, arah airport project. Theseprojectsare shown ifable 4, Funded
Local Projects

All federally fundedprojects in the Ti&e limitedby the fundsavailable at all levels of
governmentidcal, state, and federal)Theseprojectsfundedare the most pressinigut in
no way reflect all thec 0 mmu trangpgrtation needs. @MTIP development process
ensureshat our limitedallocation offundsisusedwhere the need is greatest.

This report is divided inttwelve sctions. Sectioh explainsthe public and private
participation process. Secti@hdocuments the Environmagdustice processThe next
sction SectiorB, reviews the status of all the governmeAf2transition plans within the
planning area Section4 summares early environmental reports, ¢&d Hag
Investigations, for local projeatsthe TIP The procesgor selecting projestcomprises the
fifth section Section &ontains theive-Year Program of Projects for the metropolitan area
and showshe projectdisted by fiscal year and phaseSection7 providesa financial
summary andhultiyear investmerglan. Sectio® explains howprioritized projects were
selected ThellJArequiresprojects to be selected based on performance measukes.
discussion of the performance measused inprojectselecion is reviewed in Section 9
Sectionl0 provides an analysis dhe financial capacity bCityBus.A short discussion of
the progress foboth local and INDOT projects ovsrcovered in Seon 11 Section12
reviews Intelligent Transportation Systemsdib&cteristics of locplojects. A summary
of all the public responses to the proposed TIP afgpendix 5.

ThellJArequires all Metropolitan Planning Organizations to publish an annual listing of
projects for which federal funds have been obligated in the preceding yédris
information is covered in a separate more detailed repiw Annual Listing of Projects,
Fiscal Year 2P2, which is available at the APC office and on the APC welafsite
https://www.tippecanoe.in.gov/DocumentCenter/View/38924/202hnualListing



https://www.tippecanoe.in.gov/DocumentCenter/View/38924/2022-Annual-Listing

Public / Private Participation Process

The lIIJA requires all Metropolitan Planning Organizations provide stakeholders a
reasonable opportunity to comment on THBand theproposedprojects This includes
providing adequate public noticémely information to various organizations, reasonable
public access to technical and policy information, and seeking out and considering the needs
of thosetraditionally underserved. The process must involve citizens, freight shippers, traffic,
safetyand enforcement officials, private transportation providers, representatives of users
of public transit, antbcal electedofficials.

In response tthe IIJA the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe Coarngjandalone
organization/body,hasa proactive participation process. The main source of public input
is through th@olicy Boarand itsadvisorycommittees. Notification obmmittee getings

and other important informatiesigivenby personal contacts, publication of legal notices
and posting notices in public placesPersonal contactsclude notifying by letter
representativefrom the trucking industry, freight transportation services, railroads, bicycle
clubs, minority groups, local private transportation provideighborhood @anizations,
users of public transit, and Citizen Participation Committee members.

Policy Board and Advisory Committees

The public, stakeholder organizations, business represestatistegovernment officials
have the opportunity to participate in the development of thtArough thd”olicy Board

and its advisory Committees: the Technical Transportation Conanditlee Citizen
Participation Committeélhe committees are an integral part of the planning process and
advise thePolicy Boardon planning matters. The public is encouraged to at&dind
committee meetingsd an opportunity to speak is providatleachmeeting

Policy BoardThePolicy Boardsthe decisioomaking body and iprimarily comprised

of the chief elected officials from the Cities of Lafayette, West Lafayette, and Tippecanoe
County. Members also include representatives from INDOT and CityBus. Members of this
committeailtimatelymakefinancial commitments to implement TIP projects. Meetings are
virtuallyheld on the second Thursdaywérymonthand agendas are posted as provided

by law and sent to the media a week prior to meetings.

Technical Transportation Come® The Technical Transportation Committee (TTC)
draws from the advice and knowledge of various lpstdte, and federalgovernment
engineersand planners, traffic officers, and tranaitd airportoperators. Members have
iImportant responsibilities for designing, operating, and maintaining the transportation
system. This gronpakesecommendations to tRelicy Boaran TIP development, project
prioritization, and amendment$he public imlsoasked to provide input and suggestions.

The TTC meets on the third Wednesday afternoon of each month. Agendas are posted and
sent to the media a week prior to meetings.

Citizers Participation Committed&he CitizenParticipation Committee (CHER
broad-based, grassrostcommittee of citizensThe provide a link for disseminating
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information to nearh\80 organizations in the Greater Lafayette aredn addition to
providing informationthe meetings llow for group representatives to give feedback on
topics from previous meetings. The meetings are schedaleerly and are held on the

2nd Wednesdayof the month. Agendas are mailed to all representatives and sent to the
mediaone totwo weeks prioto the meeting.

Area Plan CommissionThe Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County (APC) is
designated by the Governor as the Metropolitan Planning Organization for the Lafayette,
IndianaMetropolitanArea. APC is responsible for transportatmanning anddirecing
federally funded projectand programs within the Metropolitan Planning Area. Meetings
are held on the third Wednesday evening of each mofitire APCloesna approve the

TIP and only approves transportation plans if the jdaio becomepart of Tippecanoe
Countyds E€EBlampr ehensiv

For this'IR information regarding thdocumenivas presented at thBecembeand March
CPCmeeting Duringthefirst meeting, the process used to develop theahidPthe draft
list of projectsvere presented and discusse@heprioritiesrecommended by the TTC and
the draft document were presented and discussed at the March medtingmments and
guestions fromarticipantscan be found irAppendix 5. TheMarchmeeting notification
letter gated that the draft document was available on the APC transportation wel lste.
MarchCPCmeetingwas also the formal public hearing.

The public participation process included posting public netidesgliskgt the following

key locations: Lafayette and/est Lafayette City Halls, the County Office Building, West
Lafayette Community Center, the Tippecanoe County Senior Center, &ityBistration
building and Downtown Transfer Center, the West Lafayette Public Library, the Tippecanoe
County Public Library branches (downtowyandotte and Lindberg campuses),
Tippecanoe County Community Correctioafgyette Transitional Housjreyd at the

Hanna CenterNotices in Spanish were postedal Real Auto Sales, Manalo Auto Sales,
Jalisco Gocery andRodriguez Law P.C.

Three communityotices were posted during the development of this TIP. The first notice
stated that the draft TIP was being developed anten the TTC would review and
prioritize local projects requesting federal fundshe second notigeformed the public

when the plolic meeting would be heldlhe third notice stateédat thedraft document was
completed, how to obtain a copy, and when the TIP would be considered and possibly
adopted by the Policy Board.The first notice was posted more than 90 days before
adoptionof the document.

Three legal advertisements were publishedtlre local newspaperconcerning thdIP
development process, project lists, prioritizaaod adoption of the TIP. The first notice
(Decemberl, 2022announced that the TIP wasng develoged and when the Technical
Transportation Committee would review gmidbritize local projects requesting federal
funds. The secondotice(February 17, 2023) advised the public when the hearing would
take place. Té final notice fflace date hejestated when th&olicy Board would discuss
the TIRand act on its adoption. All notices provided an invitation to inspect the draft TIP
and all pertinent material.



One press release was issydtarch 6, 2023)pefore the formal public hearing. It invited
the public to the meetingnd stated that the draft document was available on the APC
transportation web sitand at the APC offices. The press release was seteintoews
organizations.

Three letters were mailed to stakeholders before TIP adoptibhefirst letter was sent

more tharB0 days prior to adoption andncluded abasic introductiomformation about

the contentfathe TIPand how projectseceivefederal funds. It also stated when th@T

would review andprioritize local projects requesting federal fundds an additional
opportunity to provide information and receive comments, the letters included the address,
email, and phonaumber of a staff contact person.

The second letterotified when the public hearing would be held. It included a link to the
APC web page where the draftlPis available. It provided additionalinformation about

the TIRand stated that the draft documentascomplete andavailable for review either

via the internet or upon requesthe date, time and locati@f the Policy Boardneeting

to discuss and possibly adopt the Té#Pamlsoprovided Theletter included a staff gdact
person so stakeholders could make comments and ask questions

The third letter announced the date, time and location when the Policy Board would discuss
and possily} adopt the document.

Information was also disseminated througbversl social media platforms including
Facebook and Nextdoor. Three notices were posted on these platforms concurrently with
each community notice. The format for each post was based on the community notices.

The draft document was posted on the APC welsd®nTippecano&€ount yd6s Face
page. Apublic commetinkwas also included on the APC web page

If significant differences existed between the TIP reviewed by the public and the TIP
proposed for adoption, an additional public meeting would Haeen held. That was not
necessary for this TIP. During the development process, all comments and questions received
are noted inAppendix 5.

The Federal Transkdministration requireee MPOto institute a process that encourages
participation of private enterprises in developiall plans and programs fundely the
Federal Transit Administratiohe processtarts withan early noticeby letterto private
transportation providers of proposguiblicsectortransitserviceas wellas an opportunity

to review and comment on the TIP prior to Tecl@oramitteend Policy Board adoption.

Prior to TIP developmemstaff compil@ a list d private transportation providers in the
community. Thelisass gener at ed néwspaperclippme fileAtiReGebeghone
directory,and the internet Fhonecontactwas then made to ensutéat 1) the operator

was still in business, 2aff had the correct address and name of the general manager or
owner, and 3) that the operatatillprovided transportation service3.he aforementioned
letters notify these providers that the Area Plan Commission is devétapiig, when
projects will be prioritized, and when the TIP will be adopted. They were also directed to
the APC web site if they were interested in the lists of local and INDOT projects.



Environmental Justice

Erwvironmental Justice is a vital component offtReand it anplifiesand strengthesiTitle

Vlof the Civil Rights Act of 1964&nvironmental Justegsureghatthe interest ominorities

and persons of low income are considergagtagrammingand funding the projecs shown

in this document Transportation improvements must not disproportionately impact those
sectos of thecommunity.

Environmental Justice encompasses three principles. The first is to avoid, minimize, or
mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health and environmental effects,
including social and economic effects, on minority anthé@mme populations. &kecond

is to ensure the full and fair participation by athose potentially affected in the
transportation decisiemaking process. The third is to prevent the denial of, reduction in,

or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by minority andifm@me populations.

All new road,nonmaintenancereconstruction, and added travel lapejectsrequesting
federal fundsnthsT | P wer e r e v i BBvwonrdeniussceBralgatiohfPoCe3ss
Projects were compared to those identified in 2080 Metropolitan Transportatidan,
Protectingrhe Future dfransportation for Everyamel the FY 2022-2026 Transportation
Improvement Progratha project isshown iitherdocumenas having gossiblenegative
impact, itslistedbelow. Newprojects thahave noteen previously reviewegb through
the evaluation processhe first step, a macro reviedetermines if the proje@bcation is

in an area with concentratisof minority groups and/or lovincome populationsif the
project is found to be in or neauchan area,a micro review is conducted that evaluates
the projectaccording to nineriteria: displacement of residentgicrease in noise and air
pollution creation of barriers in neighborhogd$estruction of natural habitat; redect
access to transiteduced access to walkwayksplacement of persons, businesses, farms
nonprofit organizations; increase in traffic congestion; and isolation.

Projects with Possible Findings
Local Projects:

a) South 9 St widening (dane to3lane) & reconstruct to urban cross section w
trail

b) Soldiers HomealRreconstruct & urbanization (reconstruct to an urban cross
with sidewalk, trail and improved drainage

c) Morehouse Rbad reconstructi@dwidening (dane to 3lane)

d) Bridge #527 bridge replacement

e) Bridges #80 & #83 bridgereplacement

f) Bridges #64 & #65 bridge replacement

g) N. 9h St Bridgebridge deck replacement

h) CR 150W road and intersection reconstruction

INDOT Projects:
a) SR 26, bridge over Goose Crembw bridge construction
b) SR 225, bridge over Wabash Rju¢eauss rehabilitation and repair
c) US 52, bridge over Gaylord Branaplace superstructure
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Toensureopportunity for full participation by persons potentially affected, staff uses local
community organizations and groups @scommunication conduit.  Thitlows
recommendations in the US DOT manual entRlddic Involvement Techniques for
Transportation Decishdaking Specifically, outreach involves posting notices at various
locations around the community as well are direct mailing to individuatsommadunity
organizations.

One technique used to engage these community members involved direct coomtanicati
themthrough posting public notices at specific locatiGnpies of the notices can be found

in Appendix 11. Of all the locations wheréhe notices were postedertain locations
targeted minority and lovincome populations. Four locations were chosen specifically as
an outreach to the Hispanic community, and they were at two Hispanic auto dealers, a
Hispanic grocery store and an attoydesffice whosecliental are mainly Hispani®©ther
locations wherghese populations are present include CityBus transfer station, Senior
Center, Lafayette Transitional Housing, the Hanna Center, and the Tippecanoe County
Corrections building.

The scondary outreachmethod involved sending letters to individuals, organizations,
groupsand businesses who wavith and are involved with these populations. By nagify

them of the various stages of TIP development, they will be able share the information to
thosethey work with. Organizations as part of the outreach to the Hispanic community
included: Rodriguez Law, Latino Cultural Center, Latino Center for Wellness tirisduca
Jalisco Grocery, Del Real Auto Saled Manolo Auto Sales. The Black Cultural Center,

and the NAACP Branch 3056 were the two organizations tapped as the outreach to the
African American community. The Purdue International @Geateorganizatioron the

Purdue campus that works with internatifaality, staff andstudents. Severgancies

were sent letters who work specifically with the elderly and disabled populaimahthey
include:Home Instead Senior Care, Area IV Agency on Aging ananGoity Services,
Tippecanoe Senior Center, Hoosiers at Home, Home Care by Design, Caregiver Companion,
Wabash Centerand Comfort Keepers. Specifically targeting our-ioeome community,

letters were sent to thafayette TransitionaHousingCenter,United Way and Lafayette

Urban Ministry. Letters were also maileddoal community centers and organizations
including Faith Church and Community Center, Faith Community Center West, Northend
Community Center, Hanna Community Center, and the Bauer Eaaulg&kCenter.

Copies of thehreeletters can be found iAppendix 14.
A third outreach method involved disseminating information through community

representatives during the December and March Citizen Participation Committee meetings.
Membes of the committeanclude representatives wriousorganizations, and groups.



Americans with Disabilities Act Project Review

FHWA regulatory responsibility under Title Il of theeXicans with Disabilities AcD@\

and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Actlé73 (Section 504)equiresthat recipients of
Federal aid eitherSate or local entities that are responsible for roadways and pedestrian
facilities do not discriminate on the basis of disability in anyvidghtransportation
program, activity, service or benefit they provide to the general publie State and local
entities musensure that people with disabilities have equitable opportunities to use the
public rightof-way system.

ADA and Section 504 retye dates and local governmemnsth 50 or moreemployeego
develop a Transition Plan whislntended to identify system needs and integrate theam

the planning process. The transition plan and its identified naeestse fully integrated

into the TIP. Agencigsustincorporate accessibility improvements into the transportation
program on an ongoingasisand in a variety of ways

MPOsare to ersure thatocal public agencies with projects in the TIP have provied
status of their ADA Transition Plath® MPO. The MPO musgport completion status to
FHWA and INDOTTable 1summarizes the status ofladtal Public AgenclyRAtransition
plans

Tablel: Status of LPA and INDOT ADA Transition Plans

LPA Status of Transition Plan Adoption Date
Tippecanoe County Updated October2021
City of Lafayette Updated March 6, 2017
City of West Lafayette Updated December 4, 2021
Town of Battle Ground Updated November 1, 2018
Town of Clarks Hill Adopted December 3, 2012
Town of Dayton Adopted Decembed9, 2013
INDOT Updated June 2Q@1

Through thé @ll for Projects, all LPAs wer asked if their poposed projects meet ADA
requirementsAll local projecs, except for the Veterans Memorial Parkway project, have
been or willbe designed to meet PROWAG standardde Veterans Memorial Parkway
project is anticipated to be constructed in two phasdsra@d construction first and the
trail later. The trail will be constructed to ADA standards.

CityBus haalsosubmitted the required ADA se#rtification as part of thesnnual5307
certification. The operating assistance being requdstedityBusn this TIP will be used
to continue theparatransit service.




Red Flag Investigations and Review

Any state or local government project that receives federal funds must consider potential
conseqguences and impacts to the social and natural environmergqulfesient became

law when enacted by the US Congress on January 1,, Biddit is known as the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA

To help inconsidang environmental issues early in the transportation plapnitgssas
well as shorten the time to complete a projéee FederalHighway Administration
encourage MPOs toconduct Red Flag investigati¢R$9) for all local projects that may
use federal funds. Each RFlevaluates a proje& potential impact orsix factors:
infrastructure, water resources, mining/mineral explorati@rmatconcernsecological
information and cultural resourcesithin a %2 mile radius of thproposed project. All
concerns are document in the analysis.

In developng this TIPMPO staff performedRFIdor all newprojectsin whichpreliminary
engineeringhas not yet startedr projectsvhose reports aréhree years oldr olderand

the NEPA review has not yet start&Is performed for this Hife shown ifable 2 RFIs

were only prepared for local projects. The@Bi d not prepare RFI 0s
projects that are shown in tdiscument.

Table 2:Red Flag Investigations

Project Location Jurisdiction

Big 4 Trall On 9hand Kossuth Streets Lafayette
Yeager Road Ph. 5 Kalberer Rd to Cumberland Avi West Lafayette
CR 150W CR 50N to CR 600W Tippecanoe Co.
CR 600N At CR50N Tippecanoe Co.
Harrison Trail On CR 600N and CR 50W Tippecanoe Co.
Bridge #80 Over the Flint Creek Tippecanoe Co.
Bridge #83 Over the Flint Creek Tippecanoe Co.

EachRFlincludes a short narrativan individual summarpr eachof the sixfactors,a
recommendation sectiamd maps TheanalysisusdsNDOT06s data suppl eme
GIS databass and compares individual overlays of each of the six factors to the project
location and area.Table 3shows the numbef recommendatioradthe type ofpossible
environmentatoncern



Table 3: Red Flag Investigation Recommendations

Project Number of _ Recommendations
Recommendatior SL IN WR M HC
Big 4 Trall 4 P P P P
Yeager Road Ph. 5 4 P P P P
CR150W 3 P P P
CR 600N 4 P P P P
Harrison Trail 4 P P P P
Bridge #80 5 P P P P P
Bridge #83 3 P P P

Recommendation Cod&ite Location (Sllpfrastructur@dN), Water Resourcé¥/R),
Mining/Mineral ExploratigiM), Hazmat Concer(dC)

In reviewing the individual reports, the most prevalent recommendation is coordination with
other agenciesegarding the site location, derground infrastructure, railroads, flood
plains, wetlandsind drainage ponds. Individual agencies have been identifiedskbald

be involved in the more detailed environmental analysis. The individual RFI reports are not
included in this document bue available at the Area Plan Commission office.
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5. Project Selection Process

The project selectioprocessn developingthisTIPbegan in October of 202. Project
identificationyeview andselection procedurese asfollows:

1.
2.

3.

Projects are submitted lhycal government agencies
Projects arassembled andaviewed by the MPO staff.

The draft project list and TIP development process is presented to tiiee€ce@ber 14,
2023).

. The firspublicnoticegoes out andncludes mailingontact letters and legal ads in two

local newspaperas outlined in the Public/Private Participation Procélss noticstates
the meeting time and date wh#re Technical Transportation Committee will review,
discuss andllocate local federal fundand recommend which INDOT prgact a
priority to this communityfhis pblicnoticeis alsopostedonNextdoor and Facebook.

The €chnical lansportation Committeeviews, discuses and prioritizesthe local projects
requesting federal fundsnd INDOT projects

6. Transit projects are endorsed by the Board of Directors of CityBus.

10.

11.
12.

11.
12.

13.

. The draft TIP is developeuhd then made available for reviewrsl comment on the APC

transportation web page.
The draft TIP is submitted to INDOT, FHWA and FTA for review.

A second public noticeposted,and a letteris sentto stakeholdersotifyingthemwhen
the public hearingyill be held

The draftdocumentprojects, funding allocation and other details regarding the
document ar@resented athe MarchCPContline meeting. Attendeesare alsoinformed
of the datewhen the document will be reviewed and possibly adopted b2 ttey
Board Ths meeting ithe formal public hearingNotifications of the meeting, including
the legal ad, public notices, contact letters, and social media notices follow the
proceduresthatare outlined in the Public / Private Participation Psece

The draft TIP is reviewed and endorsed by the Technical Transportation Committee.

A third public notice idistributednotifying citizenthat a draft documerfias been
developed dong withthe date and time when thHolicy Boardwill review and
potentialy adopt the TIP.

ThePolicy Boat reviews andapprovesthe draft TIPby resolution

If the final TIP differs significantly from the one mawkalable for public commerdan
additional opportunity for public commenseheduled

The adopted TIP ssbmitted to INDOT, FHWA, FTA and the local participating agencies
and thenposted on the APC website

ThePolicy Boardat itsMay 18, 2023 meeting, adopted the FY 2@-2028 Transportation
Improvement Program with the concurrence of the CityBus Board of Difgutbgs,
2023) for the transit portion. The TTREB CPC, and Board of Directors meetiogsiply
with open door requirement$otification to news media, posting notices and agendas all
occurred in advance of these meetings
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The Fivear Program of Projects

TheRHve-Year Program of Projects required to ioludeall projectsthat will usdinancial
assistance from the US Department of Transportation. Most of the projects listed in this
sectionuse State and/or Federalfunds Theprogram ako includes all significant ron
federally funded projects, whether state locally initiated. No#inancially constrained
projects(not yet fully funded)both local andtate, are alsoshown irseparate exhibits.

They are showfor informational purposes only ageference offutureprojects.

All local projects are listed ifables 4and 5 with their locations showrFigures land 2.

Tables 6and 7 and Figures 3and 4 show all state projects. A summary of the funding
sources for the locally initiated projects isTable 25 Projects for which Surface
Transportation Block Group (STBG) Il funds will be used and their amounts are listed by
fiscal years inmables 8thraugh12.

The Hve-Year Program of Projectsonemplatesa total transportation budget of over
$434.2 million for he five-year period. In FY @24, over$99.3 millionis programmed for
both local and statgrojectsin the communityThe U.S. Department of Transportation's
share of the cost is ov$64.0 millionwith bcally initiated projectprogrammedor $32.0
millionand state projectprogrammedfor $31.6 million The cost for individual projects
and theirfederal, gate, and locabmounts aréound inTables4, 5, 6 and 7. Project ost
estimateseflecttheyear of expenditure

All projects and information in Fiscal Year2@2e shown for illustrative purposady.
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Key toAbbreviations

ARP 20210 American Rescue Plan 2021

ADA - Americans with Disabilities Act

AIP - Airport Improvemen®lan

APC- Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County
AVL - AdvancedVehicleLocatiorSystem

CCMG- Community Crossing Matching Grant Funds

COIT- County Option Income Tax

CMAQ- Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Funds

CPC- Citizen Participation Committee

CR- Carbon Reduction Program

CRRSAA Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act
CY- Calendar Year

DES# - Designation Numbeilhese are project numbers dd®/ the Indiana
Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration.

FASTACTF i xi ng Surfeea Transpodtation Act

FED- The amount oFederalfunds or Federal sharethe USDOT will match for the
project.

FFY- Federal Fiscal Year. The Federal Fiscal year begins on Octaber 1
FHWA- Federal Highway Administration

FUND TYPEThis identifies the source of funding.

FRA- Federal Railroad Administration

FTA- Federal Transit Administration

FY or Fiscal Year The State fiscal yearThe State iBcalyear begins orduly 1st.

FFY- The Federal Fiscal Year which begins on October 1st.

GLPTC Greater Lafayette Public Transportation Corporatak.&.CityBus)
HSIP- Highway Safety Improvement Program funds

IDEM- Indiana Department of Environmental Management

[1JA - Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act

ITS- Intelligent Transportation System
INDOT- Indiana Department of Transportation
13




KB&S- Kankakee Beaverville & Southern Railroad

LOCATION &L ROJECT TYPBpecifies the project, where it is located, its
generalterminiand a short description of the project. More complete project
information can be obtained from the-BAorm.

LPA- Local Public AgencyA localgovernment body (i.e. City of Lafayette, West
Lafayette, or Tippecanoe Coungligible to recéve USDOT funding

MOU - Memorandum of Understanding

MPO- Metropolitan Planning Organization
MTP- Metropolitan Transportation Plan for3D
NEPA- National Environmental Protection Act
NHFP- National Highway Freight Program
NS- Norfolk Southern Railroad

NHS- National Highway System

PHASHEPh) - Road projects are broken down into implementation stages. The
definition of the stages and the abbreviations are as follows:

PE or Preliminary Engineering the initial phase of a project and includes
planning, environmental, enginagriand design activities.

RW or Righbf-Way s the next phase (if needed) and involves obtaining the
necessary land for the projeand includesight-of-way engineering

CN or Constructions the final stage wheconstruction gerformedand
often includesonstruction engineeriagpervision

Other projects proposed by PAsthe Purdue University Airpamd transit systems
may include:

ST or Study

OP or Operating Assistance

CA or Capital Assistance

EA orEnvironmental Assessment
EQ or Equipment

IN or Inspection

ED or Education Program

PN or MPO Planning

PB- Policy Board

PM- Performance Masure
14



PMG- INDOT Program Management Group

PMTF Public Mass Transportation Funds. These funds are generated through
revenues raised from the State sales tax.

PROTEC® Promoting Resilient Operations for Transformative, Efficient, and Cost
Saving Transportation program funds.

PROWAG Public Rightsf-Way Accessibility Guidelines
RFI- Red Flag Investigation

RSA- Road Safety Audit

SHSR Strategic Highway Safety Plan

SMRF Funds State Matching Regulatory Funds

SMS- Safety Management System

SBG- Surface Transportatiddlock Grougunds. These funds are dedicatethe
FAST Aaind divided intosixteendifferent categories. Each category specifies
where and how they can [spent. Several categories include: Urban, Rural
Recreational Trails, and Transportation Alternativelsan funds are dedicated
funds for cities with a populatiaver 200,000 andbetween 50000 to 200,000
persons.

STIG Small Transit Intensive Cities Funds
TA - Transportation Alternative Funds

TAM- Transit Asset Management Plan
TAMP- Transpdation Asset Management Plan
TCCA- Tippecanoe County Council on Aging
TDP- Transit Development Plan

TFP- Thoroughfare Plan

TIF- Tax Increment Financing

TIP- Transportation Improvement Program
TTC- Technical Transportation Committee
UAB - Urban AreaBoundary

USDOT United Stées Department of Transportation

504 - Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973

15



Funding Codes

Federal Funds:

AlP
BRIS
BR
CR
FF
FLAP
HSIP
IM
NHS
NHPP
PL
PNRS
PR
S7C
S70
S7P
soC
S10
S11
S39C
SBG
RHC
TA

Local Funds:
L1
L2
L3
L4
L5
L6
L7
L8
L9
L10
L11
L12
L13
L14
L15
L16
L17
L18

Airport Improvement Program

Bridge Inspection Funds

Bridge Funds

Carbon Reduction Program

Federal Funds Not Specified

Federal Lands Access Program

Highway Safety Improvement Progra®ection 164 Penalty Funds
Interstate Maintenance

National Highway System

National Highway Performance Pram

Federal Metropolitan Planning Funds

Projects of National and Regional Significance
PROTECT Program

Capital Assistance Grant, Section 5307 FTA Funds
Operating Assistance Grant, Section 5307 FTA Funds
Planning Assistance GtaSection 5307 FTA Funds
Capital Assistance Grant, Section 5309 FTA Funds
Section 5310 FTA Funds

Section 5311 FTA Funds

Section 5339 FTA Funds

Surface Transportatiddlock GranProgram
RailwayHighway Crossingunds

Transportation Alternativ&et AsideFunds

County Option Income T&OIT)
Cumulative Bridge Fun@3BF)
Cumulative Capital Fun¢iSCF)

Economic Development Income(E&XT)
General FundgGF)

Greater Lafayette Community Foundat{Gi.CF)
General Obligation Bond$:0OB)

Wheel Tax(WT)

Local Road and Street Fur(df&S)
LocalHighway Option Income T@&HOIT
Local Project Tak PT

Revenue Bond Fun&B§

Tax Increment Financing (TIF)
Developer Escrow AccoudEQ

Purdue University Fun@J§

Motor Vehicle Highway Account (MVHA)
Fares, Passes and Tokens (FPT)

Other Not Specified
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Table 4:Funded Local Projects: Fiscal Year22Ghrough 228

Project Ph Fund Federal Local Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year
City of Lafayette
1 39 and 4" Streets PE L13 0 235,000 235,000 2024
Alabama Street to Fannon Drive RwW
One-Way to Two-Way Conversion CN L13 0 1,765,000 1,765,000 2024

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 2,000,000

2 Big 4 Trail, Des # 2301192 PE L4,5 0 600,000 600,000 2024
Along 9™ Street & Kossuth Street RwW L4,5 0 400,000 400,000 2026
New Trail Construction CN STBG,L4,5 2,886,432 721,608 3,608,040 2027
P.M.: System Performance TA,CR&PR

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 4,608,040

3 Emergency Vehicle Preemption PE HSIP,L4,5,13 183,000 20,333 203,333 2025
Signals in Lafayette/West Lafayette RW
Traffic Signal Preemption CN HSIP,L4,513 1,080,000 120,000 1,200,000 2026
P.M.: Safety CN HSIP,L4,513 750,000 83,333 833,333 2027

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 2,233,333

4 McCarty Lane PE L4,5,13 0 350,000 350,000 2026
at Creasy Lane RW L4,5,13 0 500,000 500,000 2027
Intersection Improvement CN L4,5,13 0 3,000,000 3,000,000 2028

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 3,850,000

5 Park East Boulevard Extension PE
McCarty Lane to Haggerty Lane RW L13 0 1,600,000 1,600,000 2024
New Road Construction CN

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 23,300,000

6 South 9" Street, Des # 1900482 PE

Brick O6NO6 Wood t  RW STBG 320,000 80,000 400,000 2024
Widening (2-lane to 3-lane) & CN STBG 5,091,456 1,272,864 6,364,320 2026
Reconstruct to Urban Cross TA,CR&PR

with a Trail

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 7,468,070

7 Veterans Memorial Parkway PE
US 52 to Railroad Overpass RW
Road Widening (added travel lane CN L13 0 2,300,000 2,300,000 2024

in each direction)
P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 2,500,000
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Table 4:Funded Local Projects: Fiscal Year24ahrough 2@8, continued

Project Ph Fund Federal Local Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year
City of West Lafayette
8 Cherry Lane Extension Ph. 2 PE L16 0 1,400,000 1,400,000 2026
10006 west of McCo RW
Northwestern Avenue CN

Reconstruction
P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,400,000

9 Cumberland Avenue, Ph 4 PE L13 0 430,000 430,000 2024
US 52 to %2 mi west of Sagamore RW L13 0 350,000 350,000 2025
Reconstruction with Improved CN L13 0 4,050,000 4,050,000 2028

Sidewalk, Trail, and Drainage
P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 4,830,000

10 Soldiers Home Rd, Ph 1 PE
Des # 1401291, Phase 1 RW STBG,L16 256,536 64,134 320,670 2025
Sagamore Pkwy to Hamilton St RW STBG,L16 456,000 114,000 570,000 2026
Reconstruction & Urbanization CN STBG,L16 7,380,000 1,845,000 9,225,000 2028
(reconstruct to an urban cross section TA,CR&PR
with sidewalk, trail, and improved drainage)
Des # 2201253, Phase 1 PE
Westbound Ramp Roundabout RwW
Roundabout Conversion CN STBG,L16 828,480 207,120 1,035,600 2028
Des # 2201256, Phase 2 PE
Hamilton St to Kalberer Rd RW STBG,L16 774,304 193,576 967,880 2025
Reconstruction & Urbanization CN Construction Funding is Shown in Table 5

(reconstruct to an urban cross section
with sidewalk, trail and improved drainage)
P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 22,658,750

Tippecanoe County

11 County Bridge Inspection IN BRIS,L2 15,977 3,994 19,971 2024
Des # 2101033 IN BRIS,L2 318,638 79,659 398,297 2025
Various Bridges in County
P.M.: Bridge Condition

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 858,761

12 Bridge #64, Des # 1802907 PE
Lilly Rd over Branch of Wea Creek RwW
Bridge Replacement CN GroupIV,L2 3,060,000 765,000 3,825,000 2028

P.M.: Bridge Condition
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 3,980,640
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Table4: Funded Local Projects: Fiscal Year24ahrough 2@8, continued

Project,
Location & Description

Local
Funds

Federal
Funds

Fund

A Code

Total
Cost

Anticipated
Year

Tippecanoe County, continued

13

14

15

16

17

18

Bridge #65, Des # 1802905
Lilly Rd over Wea Creek
Bridge Replacement

P.M.: Bridge Condition

Bridge #80, Des # 2101724
CR 700W over Flint Creek
Bridge Replacement

P.M.: Bridge Condition

Bridge #83, Des # 2101726
CR 510S over Flint Creek
Bridge Replacement

P.M.: Bridge Condition

Bridge #527, Des # 1902754
Over the Wea Creek

Bridge Replacement

P.M.: Bridge Condition

North 9" Street Road Bridge
Des # 2003019

Bridge over the Wabash River
Bridge Deck Replacement
P.M.: Bridge Condition

Morehouse Road

Des # 1401280, Phase 2
2106 North
Mason Dixon Road

Road Reconstruction & Widening
(2-lane to 3-lane), Sidewalk & Trall

of CR

Des # 2101125, Phase 1

Sagamore Pkwy to
CR 350N

Road Reconstruction & Widening
(2-lane to 3-lane), Sidewalk & Trail
P.M.: System Performance

PE
RwW
CN Group IV,L2 4,986,000 1,386,500

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024)

PE

RW Group IV,L2 96,000 24,000
CE Group IV,L2 190,800 47,700
CN Group IV,L2 2,190,468 547,617

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024)

PE

RW  Group IV,L2 144,000 36,000
CE Group IV,L2 355,600 88,900
CN Group IV,L2 2,966,263 741,566

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024)

PE
RwW
CN

Group IV,L2 2,160,000 540,000

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024)
PE

RwW

CN Group IV,L2 5,998,736 1,499,684

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024)

PE

RwW

CN STBG,L9,15 6,867,944 1,716,986
TA,CR & PR

PE

RwW

CN STBG,L9,15 2,348,100 587,025
TA,CR & PR

6,372,500

6,291,700

120,000
238,500
2,738,085
3,096,585

180,000
444,500
3,707,829
4,332,329

2,700,000

3,050,000

7,498,420

8,164,950

8,584,930

2,935,125

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 13,774,314
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Table 4: Funded Local Projects: Fiscal Year@2through 2@8, continued

Project, Ph Fund Federal Local Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year

Tippecanoe County, continued

19 County Bridge Replacement Projects

A Bridge 7 (CR 900S) CN L2,4 0 753584 753,584
B Bridge 73 (CR 600W) CN L2,4 0 352,000 352,000

C Bridge 111 (CR 300W) CN L2,4 0 502,000 502,000 © §

D Bridge 115 (CR 750N) CN L2,4 0 507,000 507,000 QED
E Bridge 122 (Cedar Lane) CN L2,4 0 350,000 350,000 -2
F Bridge 173 (CR 600N) CN L2,4 0 980,000 980,000 N
G Bridge 190 (CR 1200S at 450W) CN L2,4 0 395000 395,000 Q2

H Bridge 243 (CR 350N) CN L2,4 0 347,000 347,000

| Bridge 501 (CR 300S) CN L2,4 0 482,000 482,000

Specific construction year has not been determined. Construction dates are dependent on the amount of the Annual
Cumulative Bridge Funds and Annual Economic Development Income Tax fund and the decision as to which year and
which bridge is done is determined annually.

P.M.: Bridge Condition

Financial information shown is calendar year beginning January 15t
All project listed below, P.M.: Transit Asset Management Plan

20 Operating Assistance (Sec. 5307) OP S70

Des # 1900478, LAF-23-001 0 16,446,104 16,446,104 CY 2023
Des # 1900481, LAF-24-001 3,200,000 14,890,714 18,090,714 CY 2024
LAF-25-001 3,665,291 14,968,145 18,633,436 CY 2025
LAF-26-001 5,800,426 11,831,969 17,632,395 CY 2026
LAF-27-001 4,877,487 12,122,513 17,000,000 CY 2027
LAF-28-001 5,038,079 11,961,921 17,000,000 CY 2028

21 Capital Assistance (Sec. 5307) CA S7C,L3

FY 2019 Project Program 2,518,947 629,737 3,148,684 FY 2024
FY 2020 Project Program 3,609,650 902,413 4,512,063 FY 2024
FY 2022 Project Program 5,004,917 1,251,229 6,256,146 FY 2024
FY 2023 Project Program 6,147,056 1,536,764 7,683,820 CY 2023

Des # 1900479 4,520,000 1,130,000 5,650,000 CY 2024

2,877,109 719,277 3,596,386 CY 2025
2,209,450 552,362 2,833,527 CY 2026
1,917,108 479,277 2,396,385 CY 2027
3,386,406 846,602 4,233,008 CY 2028

22 Capital/Operating (Sec. 5310) S10

No Projects at This Time

23 Capital (Sec. 5339) CA S39C
Fixed Route Bus Replacement 1,005,777 251,444 1,257,221 CY 2022
LAF-22-012
Bus Rep. (®2), LAF-24-107 1,215,998 304,000 1,519,998 FY 2024



Table 4: Funded Local Projects: Fiscal Year@2through 2028, continued

Project, Ph Fund Federal
Location & Description Code Funds

Local Total Anticipated
Funds Cost Year

CityBus, continued

24 Planning (Sec. 5307) PL S7P

No Projects at This Time

25 Other Projects CA STBG
Bus Stop Improvements (des #1801629) 290,266 72,567 362,833 FY 2024
Six stops, replacement shelters, amenities & spare parts 104,198 26,049 130,247 FY 2024
Route Planning SW (des #2001609) 36,000 9,000 45,000 FY 2024
26 Low- & No- Emission Grant CA 5339(c) 7,598,425 1,271,408 8,869,833 FY 2024
LAF-24-120

Town of Battle Ground

No Projects at This Time

Town of Clarks Hill

No Projects at This Time

Town of Dayton

No Projects at This Time

Purdue University Airport

27 East Parall el Ta:. EA AlIP 204,000
Environmental Assessment, ph. 1

28East Parall el Ta: PE AlIP 132,600
Ph. 2 Design

29East Paral |l el Ta:. CN AIP,L15 1,697,603
Ph. 2 Design & Construction

30 Snow Removal Equipment EQ AIP,L15 567,000

31North Parallel T. EA L15 0
Environmental Assessment, ph. 2

Wabash Center

0 204,000 2025

0 132,600 2026
89,347 1,786,950 2027
31,500 630,000 2027
175,000 175,000 2028

32 Low Floor Minivan and EQ S10 198,877
Small Transit Van

49,719 248,596 2023

Total 119,527,404 126,984,244 246,543,148
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FHgure 1 Location of Funded Local Projects, FY220 2028
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Table5: Unfunded Local Projects: Fiscal Years22Ghrough 228

Project Ph Fund Federal Local Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year

City of Lafayette

1 South Street PE --- --- 1,500,000
Sagamore Pkwy to 1-65 RW  --- --- 250,000
Pedestrian, Safety & Complete St. CN --- --- 10,750,000
P.M.: Safety

Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 12,500,000

2 Park East Boulevard Extension PE
McCarty Lane to Haggerty Lane RW
New Road Construction CN L13 0 20,500,000 20,500,000

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 23,300,000

City of West Lafayette

3 Soldiers Home Road

Des # 2210256, Phase 2 PE
Hamilton St to Kalberer Road RW
Reconstruction & Urbanization CN STBG,L16 6,889,640 1,722,410 8,610,050 2029

Des # 2201257, Phase 3

Eastbound Ramp Intersection PE
Roundabout Conversion RW
P.M.: System Performance CN L16 0 871,800 871,800 2030
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 22,658,750
4 Yeager Road ph.5 PE STBG,L13 400,000 100,000 500,000 2024
CR 50N to CR 600N RW STBG,L13 32,000 8,000 40,000 2025
Road & Intersection Reconstruction CN STBG,L13 2,400,000 600,000 3,000,000 2026

Cumberland Ave to Kalberer Road
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 3,540,000

Tippecanoe County

5 Harrison Trail PE STBG 320,000 80,000 400,000 2024
On CR 600N & CR 50W RW STBG 80,000 20,000 100,000 2024
Trail, HAWK & Rapid Flash Beacon CN STBG 2,080,000 520,000 2,600,000 2025

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 3,100,000

6 CR 150W PE STBG,L9,18 760,000 190,000 950,000 2025
CR 500N to CR 600N RW STBG,L9,18 720,000 180,000 900,000 2026
Road & Intersection Reconstruction CN STBG,L9,18 5,760,000 1,400,000 7,200,000 2028

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 9,050,000



Table 5: Unfunded Local Projects: Fiscal Year2£2€through 2@®8, continued

Project Ph Fund Federal Local Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year
Tippecanoe County, continued
7 CR 600N PE STBG,L9 720,000 180,000 900,000 2025
at CR 50w RW STBG,L9 200,000 50,000 250,000 2026
Intersection Improvements CN STBG,L9 4,800,000 1,200,000 6,000,000 2027

P.M.: System Performance
Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 7,150,000

8 Capital/Operating (Sec. 5310) OP S10
Travel Training 42,400 10,600 53,000 2023
Route 9th St./Wabash Avenue 197,600 49,400 247,000 2023
Travel Training 42,400 10,600 53,000 2024
Route 9th St./Wabash Avenue 197,600 49,400 247,000 2024
Travel Training 42,400 10,600 53,000 2025
Route 9th St./Wabash Avenue 197,600 49,400 247,000 2025
Travel Training 42,400 10,600 53,000 2026
Route 9th St./Wabash Avenue 197,600 49,400 247,000 2026
Travel Training 42,400 10,600 53,000 2027
Route 9th St./Wabash Avenue 197,600 49,400 247,000 2027
Travel Training 42,400 10,600 53,000 2028
Route 9th St./Wabash Avenue 197,600 49,400 247,000 2028

9 Capital (Sec. 5339) CA S39C
Bus Replacement 1,040,000 260,000 1,300,000 2024
Bus Replacement 1,120,000 280,000 1,400,000 2026
Bus Replacement 1,200,000 300,000 1,500,000 2028

Wabash Center

No Projects at this Time

Total 29,961,640 28,822,210 71,321,850



Figure 2 Location ofUnfundedLocal Projects Shown fdnformational
Purposes Only FY 2@4 - 2028
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Table6: Funded Indiana Department dfransportation Projects

Project Ph Fund Federal State
Location & Description Code Funds Funds

Total Anticipated
Cost Year

SR 25 & SR 28, Contract # R-42955, Lead Des # 2000390

SR 25, Des # 2000412 PE

3.70 mi N of 1-65 RW

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN STBG 154,400 38,600
SR 28, Des # 1800670 PE

Over Little Wea Creek RW

Bridge Deck Overlay CN STBG 163,294 40,823
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 461,551

SR 26, Contract # R-41617, Des # 1800215

at CR 900E PE

New Signal Installation RwW STBG 36,000 9,000
CN STBG 732,000 183,000

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,179,211

SR 26, Contract # R-42243, Des # 1900333

Bridge over Goose Creek RW
New Bridge Construction RW

CN STBG 4,250,400 1,062,600
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 5,012,326

SR 26, Contract # R-44397, Des # 2200569
Bridge over S. Fork Wildcat Creek PE

Bridge Thin Deck Overlay RW
CN NHPP 366,400 91,600
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 508,217

SR 26, Contract # T-44819, Des # 2300086

at McCarty Lane PE HSIP 90,000 10,000
New Signal Installation RwW

CN HSIP 180,000 20,000
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 300,000

SR 28, Contract # R-44386, Des # 2101796

3.82 mi E of SR 25 East Junction PE

Drainage Ditch Correction RW STBG 100,000 25,000
CN STBG 20,000 5,000
CN STBG 396,000 99,000

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 745,305

26

P.M.: Bridge Condition

193,000 2024

204,117 2024
P.M.: Safety

45,000 2024

915,000 2026

P.M.: Bridge Condition

5,313,000 2024

P.M.: Bridge Condition

458,000 2027
P.M.: Safety

100,000 2024

200,000 2025

P.M.: Pavement Condition

125,000 2026
25,000 2026
495,000 2027



Table 6: Funded Indiana Department of Transportation Projects, continued

27

Project Ph Fund Federal State Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year
7 SR 38, Contract # B-42148, Lead Des # 1701561 P.M.: Pavement Condition
Bridges over Elliott Ditch PE
WB bridge, Des # 1701561 RW
EB bridge, Des # 1701562 CN NHPP 1,160,273 290,068 1,450,341 2024
Bridge Deck Overlay
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,567,555
SR 38, Contract # B-42951, Des # 2000519 P.M.: Safety
South Fork Wildcat Creek PE
Scour Protection (Erosion) RW
P.M.: Safety CN STBG 395,200 98,800 494,000 2024
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 664,355
US 52 & |-65, Contract # B-43441, Lead Des # 2002033 P.M.: Bridge Condition
US 52, Des # 2002033 PE
Bridge over NS Railroad RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN STBG 966,000 215,000 1,181,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2001743 PE
SB Bridge over NS Railroad RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN NHPP 827,100 91,900 919,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2002107 PE
NB Bridge over NS Railroad RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN NHPP 821,100 91,200 912,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2002108 PE
NB Bridge over SR 38 RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN NHPP 942,300 104,700 1,047,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2002109 PE
SB Bridge over SR 38 RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN NHPP 942,300 104,700 1,047,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2002110 PE
NB Bridge over SR 26 RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN NHPP 321,300 35,700 357,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2002111 PE
SB Bridge over SR 26 RW
Bridge Deck Overlay CN NHPP 321,200 35,700 357,000 2025
I-65, Des # 2002112 PE
NB Bridge over Wildcat Creek RwW
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN NHPP 502,200 55,800 558,000 2025



Table 6: Funded Indiana Department of Transportation Projects, continued

Project Ph Fund Federal State Total Anticipated
Location & Description Code Funds Funds Cost Year
9 US 52 & I-65, Contract # B-43441, Lead Des # 2002033, continued
I-65, Des # 2002113 PE
SB Bridge over Wildcat Creek RwW
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN NHPP 502,200 55,800 558,000 2025
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 9,182,201
10 US 52, Contract # B-43441, Des # 2002042 P.M.: Bridge Condition
Bridge over Gaylord Branch PE
Replace Superstructure RW
CN STBG 816,000 204,000 1,020,000 2025
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,189,533
11 US 52, Contract # B-43450, Lead Des #2002143 P.M.: Bridge Condition
Bridges over Wabash River PE
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay RW
WB Bridge: Des # 2002143 CN NHPP 2,320,000 580,000 2,900,000 2025
EB Bridge: Des #2002144
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 2,900,000
12 US 52, Contract # T-42602, Des #2002394 P.M.: System Performance
CR 400S to CR 700S (Clinton Co) PE STBG 4,000 1,000 5,000 2024
Auxiliary Lanes RW
CN STBG 1,380,800 345,200 1,726,000 2026
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,735,860
13 US 52, Contract # R-44116, Des # 2101617 P.M.: Bridge Condition
1.74 miles east of US 52/231 PE
Small Structures & Drain CN RwW
CN STBG 401,600 100,400 502,000 2026
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 653,470
14 US 52, Contract # R-44722, Des # 2201174 P.M.: System Performance
5.17 to 5.42 miles north of SR 25 PE
Other Project Type RW
CN STBG 400,000 100,000 500,000 2024
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 500,000
15 US 52, Contract # T-44382, Des # 2200795 P.M.: Pavement Condition
From SR 352 to US 231 W Junction PE
HMA Overlay Minor Structural RwW STBG 240,000 60,000 300,000 2026
CN STBG 120,000 30,000 150,000 2026
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 28,013,000
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Table 6: Funded Indiana Department of Transportation Projects, continued

Project Ph Fund Federal State Total Anticipated
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16 US 52, Contract # B-44428, Des # 2200993 P.M.: Bridge Condition
WB bridge over Wabash River PE
Superstructure Repair/Rehab RwW
CN STBG 242,400 60,600 303,000 2024
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 352,662
17 SR 225, Contract # B-43431, Des # 2002077 P.M.: Bridge Condition
0.6 mi N of SR 25 PE
Truss Rehabilitation or Repair RW STBG 32,000 8,000 40,000 2024
CN STBG 3,995,200 998,800 4,994,000 2025
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 352,662
18 1-65, Contract # R-42039, Des # 1900647 P.M.: Pavement Condition
At SR 38 Interchange PE
Concrete Pavement Restoration RW
CN NHPP 2,898,234 322,026 3,220,260 2024
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 3,236,164
19 1-65, Contract # R-43447, Des # 2001932 P.M.: Safety
CR 680S over Ditch PE
Small Structure Pipe Lining RW NHPP 108,000 12,000 120,000 2024
RW NHPP 27,000 3,000 30,000 2025
CN NHPP 13,500 1,500 15,000 2024
CN NHPP 1,738,800 193,200 1,932,000 2025
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 2,097,000
20 1-65, Contract # B-43680, Lead Des # 2100720 P.M.: Bridge Condition
I-65, Des # 2100720 PE
CR 600N bridge over 1-65 RW
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN NHPP 274,500 30,500 305,000 2026
I-65, Des # 2100678 PE
CR 900E bridge over 1-65 RwW
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN NHPP 167,400 18,600 186,000 2026
I-65, Des # 2100719 PE
Swisher Road bridge over [-65 RW
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN NHPP 225,000 25,000 250,000 2026
I-65, Des # 2101091 PE
East County Line Road over 1-65 RW
Bridge Thin Deck Overlay CN NHPP 146,700 16,300 163,000 2026
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,095,400
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Project Ph Fund Federal State Total Anticipated
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21 1-65, Des # 2101774 & Contract # R-44356 P.M.: Safety
at SR 43 and SR 38 CN NHPP 182,029 20,225 202,254 2024
Wrong Way Ramp Entrance Int.
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 231,286

22 Institutional Road Maintenance, Contract # R-44226, Des # 2200164
Indiana Veterans Home
DNR/INST Construction CN STBG 0 100,000

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 100,000

23 CR 550S & Wabash Avenue, Contract # R-44226, Des # 2000835
CSX Railroad
Railroad Crossing Protection CN  SAFETY 1,100,000 0

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,100,000

24 Various Locations, Contract # T-44387, Des # 2200001

Within Crawfordsville District PE
Signing Installation / Repair RW

CN STBG 452,000 113,000
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 565,000

Various Statewide Locations, Des # 1801113 (FY 2024);

%5 Des # 2002554 (FY 2025); & Des # 2002952 (FY 2026)

ITS Program Contracted Service CN STBG 720,000 80,000
Software License, Statewide ATMS CN STBG 720,000 80,000

CN STBG 720,000 80,000
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 2,400,000

Various Statewide Locations, Des # 1801115 (FY 2024);

Des # 2002555 (FY 2025) & Des # 202953 (FY 2026)

ITS Program Contracted Service CN STBG 1,620,000 180,000

TMC Dispatcher Operations CN STBG 1,350,000 150,000
CN STBG 1,350,000 150,000

26

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 4,800,000

Various Statewide Locations, Des # 1801117 (FY 2024):

2" Des # 2002556 ((FY 2025) & Des # 2002955 (FY 2026)

ITS Program Contracted Services CN STBG 400,000 100,000
O&M fee for C.A.R.S. CN STBG 400,000 100,000

CN STBG 400,000 100,000
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,500,000
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P.M.: Pavement Condition

100,000 2026
P.M.: Safety

1,100,000 2025
P.M.: Safety

565,000 2027

P.M.: System Performance

800,000 2024
800,000 2025
800,000 2026

P.M.: System Performance

1,800,000 2024
1,500,000 2025
1,500,000 2026

P.M.: System Performance

500,000 2024
500,000 2025
500,000 2026
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Various Statewide Locations, Des # 1801118 (FY 2024);

Des # 2002557 (FY 2025) & Des # 2002956 (FY 2026) iR SR (FEEEES

ITS Operations & Maintenance CN STBG 450,000 50,000 500,000 2024
INRIX Traffic Data CN STBG 450,000 50,000 500,000 2025
CN STBG 450,000 50,000 500,000 2026

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,500,000

Various Statewide Locations, Des # 1801233 (FY 2024);

Des # 2101121 (FY 2025) & Des # 2201180 (FY 2026) iR S (FERETEES

ITS Program Equipment CN STBG 280,000 70,000 350,000 2024
ITS Field Device Cell Hardware CN STBG 280,000 70,000 350,000 2025

CN STBG 280,000 70,000 350,000 2026
Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 1,050,000

Various Statewide Locations, Des # 1801227 (FY 2024);

Des # 2101120 (FY 2025) & Des # 2201179 (FY 2026) Felitos SRR PERETENEE

ITS Operations & Maintenance PE STBG 1,000,000 250,000 1,250,000 2024

Cell Service for Communications PE STBG 1,000,000 250,000 1,250,000 2025
PE STBG 1,000,000 250,000 1,250,000 2026

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 3,750,000

31 Various Statewide Locations, Des # 2201205 P.M.: System Performance

Other Type Project (Miscellaneous) PE STBG 100,000 25,000 125,000 2024

Purchase Contract for NEPA Support

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 125,000

Various Statewide Locations, Des # 2300274 (FY 2024);

Des # 2300274 (FY 2025) & Des #2300274 (FY 2026) vk [EESes [REEVEE

Other Type Project (Miscellaneous) CN STBG 16,972,536 4,243,134 21,215,670 2024
Electric Vehicle Charging CN STBG 16,972,550 4,243,137 21,215,687 2025
Infrastructure throughout State CN STBG 16,972,586 4,243,146 21,215,731 2026

Contract Total Cost (includes costs prior to SFY 2024) 99,650,738

Total 95,362,303 20,991,759 116,354,062
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Figure 3 Location ofFundedINDOTProjects

32




